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A Defence of the Sacred Hiſtory, &c. 
Drurzx. xxxi. 24, 282 26. 


And. it came to paſs, when Moſes 2 made an 
end of writing the words of this law in a book, un- 
til they were finiſhed; That Moſes commanded the 


Levites which bare the ark of the cavenant of tbe 


Lord, ſaying, Take this book of the law, and pus it 

in the fide of the ark of the covenant of the Lord 
our God, that it 2 be tere * a n Krain ; 
SR 


IT. is a 8 1 and „ 7 

the truth of our holy religion has been ſo often, and ſo 

- fully made out, and vindicated from the objections of de- 
iſts and —— 6k eſpecially in this laſt age, and in books that 
axe ſo eaſily to be met with; yet new attacks are daily made 
upon it, and new devices daily contrived to undermine its pro- 
per foundations. And what renders the cafe ſtill more ſarprif- 
ing, and more deplorable, is, that this is done, not —_— open 
enemies, and writers of low parts and low ſtation in 
even by pretended friends, by men of abilities and a ſuperior 
rank in the world, bred up in the chriſtian faith, and willing to 
be thought Chriſtians: 'Whe wg the vulgar and ignarant, nay; 
ſometimes too perſons of a liberal education, and not otherwiſe 
inclined to incredulity, but unguarded, are eaſily impoſed upon, 
and inſenſibly drawn into dangerous ſuſpicions and-doubtings 
concerning the grounds and reaſons of — ; which may, 
and I am afraid but too often do, end in utter unbelief. Thus a: 
late noble author has, in a poſthumous work of his, endeavour'd 
to render the hiſtory of the * itſelf, which is the N 

atlon 


but 
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dation of chriſtianity, precarious and uncertain, and that ſeem- 


» 


an affectation of orthodoxy, which muſt appear very ridiculous 
to any thinking man. He tells us, for inſtance, that thi 


ingly without any bad defign, nay, with a ſhew of Train 


ce tions, and the hiſtory of thoſe ages we call the firſt 
that © the hiſtories of the old teſtament are n 
* compilations of old traditions, and abridgments of old records, 
made in later times, as they appear to every one that reads 


te them without prepoſſeſſion, and with attention“: He will 


not even grant that we have theſe compilations entire and in 


their genuine purity ; but maintains, that they are come down 
* to us broken and confuſed, full of additions, interpolations, 
e and tranſpoſitions, made we neither know when, nor by 


« whom ; in ſhort; as never appeared on the face of any other 
© book, on whoſe authority men have agreed to rely*<.” And, 


it we believe him, © the hiſtory of the Jets never obtained any 


credit in the world, till chriſtianity was eſtabliſhed ; the foun- 


e dations of this ſyſtem being laid partly in theſe hiſtories, and 
s in the prophecies joined to them, or inſerted in them, chriſti-_ 
© anity has refle&ed upon them an authority which they had 


<< not before; and this authority has prevailed wherever chriſti- 


| cc anity has ſpread®.” B which he plainly inſinuates that, "4x 


cauſe the author and firſt miniſters of the goſpel found the old 


_ teſtament favourable to their ſcheme, therefore they appealed = 
to it, and frequently quoted it as an authentic, and even a di- 


vinely inſpired book; whereby it gained inſenſibly all the credit 
and authority that it now has. And again he ſays, who were 
e the authors of theſe ſcriptures, when they were publiſhed, 

« how they were compoſed and preſerved ;—in fine, how 


te they were loſt during the captivity, and how they were re- 


te trieved after it, are all matters of controverſy to this 
5 :0ay 3. | | | 5 


It would be tedious to quote all the paſſages in this perform- 


ance, which tend to derogate from the truth and authority of 
the hiſtory of the bible, and to bring it into contempt ; theſe 


may ſuffice for a ſpecimen, and I ſhall have an opportunity in 


Lord Bolingbroke's Letters on the | fludy and uſe of hiſtory, p. 83. b Page 96. 
Page 955 96. Page 91, 92. Page 101, CC 


the 


le 
te js inſufficient to give us light into the originals of antient na- 


9 — ww .it 


the ſequel of my diſcourſe to take notice of ſome others of the 


of the law in a. book, The only queſtion is, what we are here to 
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fame: ſtamp. For tho I have but too much reaſon to be diffi- 
dent of my ability for ſuch a taſk, yet I thought it my duty 


upon this occaſion to undertake the defence of that ſacred hiſ- 
tory againſt theſe and ſuch like dangerous attacks. The time 


before me requires that I ſhould be brief, and therefore I ſhall 
confine myſelf to a few general obſervations which naturally 
ariſe, from the text: And if I can prove, that Moſes wrote the 


haiſtory contained in the books which go under his name, that he 
had all the opportunities and qualifications requiſite to write it 
faithfully and impartially, and that it has been tranſmitted to us 


entire and without any material alteration ; the reſt of the hiſ- 
tory of the bible will of courſe appear to be genuine and authentic, 


not only becauſe it has an immediate viſible connection with it, 
and dependance upon it, and the ſame arguments that eſtabliſh 


the truth of the one may ſerve to eſtabliſh the truth of the other; 
but becauſe the ſtrongeſt objections lie againſt the former on ac- 
count of its greater antiquity. DE ee ea ob 


Firſt then, the text ſays expreſly, that Moſes wrote the words 3 5 

t Nees 
. 4 . | : vrote the hiſ- 
underſtand by the law; Is it only the [gal or doctfrinal part, tory contain'd 
contained in the five books that bear the name of Moſes ? Or is ga een 
it alſo the B Htorical part, in ſhort, whatever we meet with in bis name. 


thoſe books? We cannot doubt but that the latter is the truth 


of the caſe, if we conſider, 


» 


1/7, That the whole pentateuch goes often under the parti- 


_ cular name of the law; which was given to it from the moſt 


conſiderable part, the lam properly ſo called. It is ſtiled he 

book of the law, the law of God, or of Moſes, or merely the law, 

as in this place; inftances of which may be ſeen throughout the 

bible. And what plainly confirms this is, that particular paſ- 

ſages or hiſtories of thoſe books are mentioned or referred to b ß 
ſubſequent authors, and ſaid to be wrote in the law, ge rag ters 
_ 2dly, There is ſuch an immediate neceſſary connection be- il. *, 

tween the legal or doctrinal, and the hiftorical parts of the pen- Chron. xxxi. 


tateuch, that we muſt needs ſuppoſe Moſes to be equally the au- . U = _ | 


| thor of both; tho' we are told in that extraordinary perform- vii, civ, cv, 


ance juſt now mentioned, that * it would not be hard to ſhew, cxxxv, Se. 
t 2 upon 


upon great inducements of probability, that the law and tie 

<« hiſtory were far from being blended together as they now 
e ſtand in the pentateuch, even from the time of Moſes to that 
« of Eſdras*.” How this can be ſbeum, even with'the laſt ap- 
pearance o/ probability, I cannot conceive, fince the contrary 
ſeems to me very plain. Is. not the hiſtory, for inſtance, of the 
call of Moſes, of his miſſion to the children of Mrael and to Pha- 
raob, and of the many wonders he wrought in Egypt, a neceſſary 
foundation of the whole law ? For, without the evidence of 
theſe ſeveral facts, would Pharaoh have hearkened unto him, 
or the Iſraelites received his commands? And how could we, 


at this diſtance of time, be fatisfied that he was truly ſent from 


God? Indeed, the moral precepts of the law, which recom- 


mend themſelves to our reaſon, ' might have been delivered ab-. 


ſtractedly from any hiſtory at all, and be equally worthy of 


enacted and continue in force, without any reference to, or ac- 


obedience ; but how could the ceremonial and political laws be 


* 


count of, the building of the tabernacle, the ſettling of the 


public worſhip, and the ſtate of the Mraelites, both before and 


after their conquering the land of Caanaan Were not all their 
feſtivals and ſolemnities inſtituted in memory of ſome remark= 


able wonderful event, of which it was therefore neceflary they 


ſhould be informed, even to the lateſt poſterity ? And how 


could this be done effectually, but by a written hiſtory ? 


Woas it not natural and expedient that he who laid down 
in a book particular rules and. precepts for the obſervation of 
thoſe feſtivals, ſhould (if he would be obeyed) give in the ſame 


book an account of what had occaſioned them? And ſo we ſee 
it done in fact. The ſabbath, for example, was inſtituted in 


See Exod. 


xxxi. 17. 


ſo upon this 


memory of the creation of the world, which we find expreſly 
declared in the fourth commandment, and elfewhere ; the paſſ- 
over, in memory of the deliverance from the Egyptian bond- 


and other but what has an immediate connection with, or reſpe& to, 
great feaſts, ; 5 | ; ; 


Deut. - xvi, 


T Ibid, p. 100. N 
ſome 


3 


FRG hack or deftrinal point, which could not well be User 


ſtood, or maintained, without! it. Nay, whoever, reads with _ 
any attention the book of Deuterenomy, which is but arehear- 


fal of the law given, and of the hiſtory: of the -1/raehtes, in 


the wilderneſs, together with ſtrong ex hortations to obedience, 


will there find, eſpecially. in the firſt eleven chapters, theſe 
ſubjects ſo intermixed. and fo cloſely connected, and the f. 
= part ſo far made.the — of the legal or doctrinal, 


that it is abſolutely. impoflible to ſeparate them, and that: the 


ſame hand which wrote the former, muſt of courſe . have 


writ the latter. And e. I; wender how the beforc- 


mentioned author can ſay, as he does here, that the law an, 
the Hillary were not blen kd together jrom the. firſi, as they nou 


fland ; and elſewhere , I may deny that the old teſtament 
ce is tranſmitted to us pans an all the, conditions of e : 


ce tic hiſtory, and yet be at liberty to maintain that the pa 
« in it, which eſtabliſh original An, which ſeem — 5 
©« to the doctrine of the T; rinity, which foretell the coming of 
te the Maſſab, and all other of. ſimilar kind, are cent down 


to us, as they were originally dictated by the holy Ghoſt.” 
For I would aſk, how, unleſs the authenticity of the hiſtory 


of the old teftament be firſt; admitted, it can apptar that tlieſe 


paſſages were originally dictuted by the holy Ghoſt? This is a fac; 


which cannot be proved but as all ee fats are, either by the 
evidence of ſenſe, or by eye · witneſſes; and where theſe cannot 
be had, as is viſibly the caſe here, by a well atteſted: record 


or hiſtory. No doubt can remain therefore but Moſes wrote 


the bifterical as well as the legal part of the Hentatench. And 
in full confirmation of it I obſerve/, 

Thirdly, That it 4s expreſsly ſaid in ſeveral places ak this 
book, that Mo ſes recorded by the command of God himſelf 


ſome. particular. facts, or accounts of things, which were of 


no greater conſequence than the reſt ; ſo that there is reafoti 


to believe that he wrote them all alike. Thus we read that 
after the defeat of the Amalekites, the Lerd ſaid unto Moſes, 


write this for a memorial in 4 book, or (as the Hebrew. 2 
very well dg. in the book, 1 i. e. e in chat partcula W 

* 78. 1 | 

. 4 bie 


eee hen bogun to „wie my laws, and che itory 
+: of my people. Thus again, in this very chapter, A 
is commanded to write down that ſong which we read in the 
13 and which contains a general recapitulation of 
God's mercies and judgments towards the  7/raelites, and of 
their continual rebellions againſt him, as a powerful motive 
to their future obedience. And can we imagine that if he 
wrote theſe things, he neglected to give particular accounts of 
the moſt remarkable tranſactions of his miſſion and govern- 
ment, ſuch as the wonderful deliverànce from Egypt, and all 
the ſubſequent mitacles in the wilderneſs? Nay, there were 
ſome particular things, which he could not but record, as no 
memory of man, and therefore no oral tradition in the world 
could preſerve them, and yet the good order and welfare of 
his people depended upon it; ſuch as their ' genealogies, num- 
d journeyings, and the dividing of the land of Canaan 
among their ſeveral tribes and families, which he ſettled but 
a little while before his death. And indeed, we read in the 
33d. chap. of Numbers, ver. 2, That Moſes wrote their goings | 
out," according to their journies, by the commandment of the Lord. 
From whence we may reaſonably infer. that he writ alſo all the 
reſt of their hiſtory, ſuch as we find 1 it in the books that £o 
under his name. Let me only add,” 
- Laſtly, That the manner in which the text is worded FAY 
ly intimates that the whole pemateuch was penned by Moſes ; 
for it is therein faid, not only that he made an end of writing 
the words of the law in a book, which viſibly implies that he 
was. a conſiderable time about it, and ſuppoſes a work of ſome 
length, but moreover, by way of emphaſis and for a farther 
explanation, - until they (the ot of the law) were finiſhed, 
i. e. till he had compleated the whole book, or put the finiſh- 
ing-hand to all that goes before, for thus much the Hebrew | 
e M., imports. 

What ſay you now ? Will you eve the 1e gen the bife 
tary; when the very book upon whoſe authority you receivethe 
law, as Moſes's. law, tells you that he was the author of both? 
If you ſay that the hiſtory which now ſtands connected with 
the law, is not that hiſtory, ſhew. me another hiſtory that has 

better ee, or the a will lie that * * 
{taer 


* r r D—_— 


Rather (if you plea me ho 
Moſes ſo cloſely joined and blended. t 


the temptation of the 
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ſc) ſhew me how it was pol 


2 2 


„ 


erpent, the long lives of the firſt men, 
the food, the tomer f Babel, the diſperſion of mankind, the 
ſettlement and oppreſſion of the Mrealites in Egypt, their mi- 
gration out of it, their paſſage through the Red Sea, and many 
others, a collection of which may be ſeen in Foſephus, Euſe- 


tory, ſuch as the chaos, the creation of the world in fix days, 


Rn 


(i) This is ſuch a proof of the authenticity of the book of Meſes, as the 'moſt 
ſceptical man cannot call into queſtion, aulas he ſhould ſuppoſe that all thoſe 
Fewwiſh writers had combined without any reaſon or intereſt, nay againſt all reaſon 
and intereſt, to put upon the world in this reſpect, which is a moſt abſurd ſuppoſi- 
tion; or unleſs he were of the ſame opinion with a celebrated Fe/uir (Father Har- 
douin) who, in order to raiſe the authority of the popes, or of the church, above 
that of the holy ſcripture itſelf,” has with equal .impudence ard 'folly aſſerted, that 
almoſt all the antient books we now have were forged in the thirteenth and fourteenth 


. centuries by a ſet of atheiſts and knaves, who together with the art of printing 


brought about the refloration of letters; in which caſe, he would deſerve to be 
treated with the ſame . contempt as thisjeſuit was. And yet, the noble author I 
am confating ſeems to;be ſomewhat in that' way of; thinking. when he ſays (p. 
182, 185.) that the reſurrecion of letters was a fatal period, the chriftian_fiſtem ham 
ing been attacked, and wounded too, very ſevertly, and having been in decay euer fince 
that time. For, except that by the chriſtian Hiſtem he underſtands popery, which 
indeed has received a fatal blow by the reſtoration of letters, what he aſſerts here 
is moſt certainly falſe, and cannot be advanced but in the extravagant ſcheme of 
father Hardouin, | „„ 7 . 

= bius, 


1 8 „ e 
bins, ang. Gale And die. ve ay gh 3 0 
thority. of 0 ane writers Sp ae; incurring the charge af 

incog W ch the before mentiqned noble author brings 
5 „ for admitting this., uthority when it does agree 
| the "hiſtory, of the” bible, and rejecting it when it does 
te or ſurely, if the oldeſt heathen writers have taken 
notice of the fame facts we find recorded in the hooks of Mor 
fer, they maſt have had them, either from theſe very books, 
which therefore they look d upon as authentic, on elſe from 
oral. tradition which had preſerved in all nations the memory 
of thoſe facts; and in both gaſes the teſtimony of antiquity is 
a confirmation of the truth of the Myſaic hiſtory. But as tra- 
dition was in proceſs of time obſcured, or blended. with many 
fables N fietions,, which by the rules of true criticiſm may 
1 be vſeovered and ſeparated from real facts, are we not 

; rty, or rather in duty baygd, to rgje&t theſe fables, and 
| | Res 5 to admit the a ol. profane hiſtory no 
longer than as it agrees with the facred? What incor 
Hitency, or even impr. een therg | is in uch a method as this 

1 cannot ſe. 


Ibave dwelt the e eee 
the foundation of all, and that againſt which the objections 


of deiſts are ay nen an ow tall by een in 
| few ce 15 


. That this hig. 7. HAT Mozzs wrote his 8 faithfully —_ Ns 
tory is a faith- is plain both from the perfect knowledge 5 had of moſt. of 
ps.) oh, ._ act recorded in it, and from his le conduct. and 

character. All that part of it which relates to the deliver- 
ance of the children of 7 rael from Egypt, and their long a- 

bode in the wilderneſs, he muſt have been fully acquainted 
with, ſince he was the chief agent in it, as their gre eat leader 
and prophet, without whoſe Nelſon or knowledge nothing 
of moment was ever tranſacted among them. And as to that 
which is contained in the book of Gengſs, two objections are 
raiſed againſt it by the noble author ſo often quoted, which 


| \ of. Ant. L. I. c. 3. &. contra Ach: kuſeb. de Prep. Prang L. IV. c. 12, & 
I. XII. e. 4. Grot. Annot. ad Lib. I. de ver. Rel. i p. 104, 105. 


5 | deſerve 


* 
— 


deſerve a particular notice. Firſt, if we believe him, we have 
10 biftory at all of the antediluvian world in this boot, no not 
5 much as an abridgment of it *. And why? It ſeems, only 
becauſe it is 6. very ſhort: and comprized in few chapters. But 
is not this to talk at a very ſtrange rate? Are then fix or ſe- 
ven chapters, wholly taken up in giving an account of the 
creation of the world, of the origin and fall of man- 
kind, of the firſt invention of arts and ſciences, of the begin- 
nings of ſocieties, and of the ſtate of religion before the flood, 
no hiftery at all? If Moſes has not told us every particular 
that might gratify our curioſity in theſe ſeveral reſpects, has 
he not ſaid enough to give us an inſight into the great tranſ- 
actions of this firſt period, and to inform us of what it concerns 
us moſt to know, the introduction of evil, both moral and 

natural, the promiſe of a Redeemer, the gradual degeneracy 

and extreme wickedneſs of mankind, which brought on the 

deluge, the glorious rewards of piety, and in particular the 

virtuous life and wonderful preſervation of Noah and his fa. 
mily.? Is not this ſufficient to ſatisfy a ſober reaſonable man? Z 
But it is farther ſaid, or at leaſt intimated, how could Moſes, 

who lived two thouſand five hundred years after the creation; 

and about nine hundred after the flood, know any thing of 

theſe memorable events, and of the others related in the book 

of Genefis? And how can we depend upon the truth of a 

hiſtory. wrote at ſo great a diſtance from the facts recorded? 


* 


7 To which J anſwer, that if we conſider Moſes, only as a | 

f common and not an inſpired writer, it is highly probable ö | 

FF that he had all theſe facts, either from tradition, or from 

<= particular memoirs and monuments, or from both together. 

A For we cannot ſuppoſe that the firſt men entirely neglected 

xd to preſerve and tranſmit to their deſcendants the memory of | 

er ſuch remarkable intereſting events; and tradition was then the 

ng. ſurer as it went through fewer hands. Adam liv'd a confider- 

at able time with Metbuſelab, Methuſelah with Shem, Shem with 

are Jaac, and Jaac with Levi, the grandfather of Moſes ; ſo | 0 
ch that the knowledge of thoſe facts might eaſily be preſerved = 
| 4 in the world, even without the help of writing, and come 


8 * p. 106, 107. x | 
C dovn 
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"ORE to Mo 6 uncorrupted. When letters were firſt =Y 
vented we cannot tell preciſely, but it is highly probable 
that they were in uſe — the flood , in which caſe one 
_  ean hardly doubt that the patriarchs left in writing ' ſome ac- 
counts of the moſt confiderable tranſactions of this long pe- 
riod, from whence Moſes might take the materials of his hiſ- 
| tory. But if the miracles ſaid to have been wrought by him 


are true, then we have an unqueſtionable praof of his 


Numb. xx. 


aſſiſted by God in what he wrote, as well as in what he did: 


And if ſo, we may eafily account how he came by the know- 
ledge of the facts recorded in Genefis; they were revealed to 


f 1 Hm, as all the gal, doctrinal and prophetical parts of his books 


were. So that, upon the whole, whether we confider him 


as a mere hiſtorian, or an inſpired writer, we are ſure that 
he had ſufficient information of the facts he mes, tho they 


happen d ſo long before his own time. 


And that his biftory, in — is a Githful and edel 
narrative, we are no leſs certain from his own conduct and cha- 
racter; which were ſuch, that he never did or faid, during the 


whole courſe of his mifſion and. government, (which laſted 
forty years) any thing worthy of reproach, except his ſhewing 
ſome diſtruſt of God's power by ftriking twice the rock, ne- 
ver betrayed any ambitious ſelfiſh views, any. covetouſneſs, 


pride, cruelty or oppreſſion, never confulted any thing but the 
glory of the God that ſent him, and the wr of his people; 


and was ſo far from any diffimulation or partiality, that he 


daily upbraided them with their ingratitude to their great Cre- 


ator and Deliverer, with their unaccountable ſtubbornneſs and 
agg to idolatry, and their conſtant murmurings and re- 


lions; nay, that he did not conceal or diſſemble his own 
_ failings, nor "the jealouſies and diſputes, and other miſcarriages 
of his family, fo has recorded them as impartially as if he 


had not we at all concerned in them. Thele things are ſo 


well known, and ſo evidently prove the hiſtory of Moſes to 


have been moſt faithfully wrote, that I think it grand to in- 
aſt any longer upon it. | 


2} bee Dr. Shuckford's Connect. vol. I. p. 234, &c. 
” | „ But 


D 


fr #11 


But how do we 1 that his books are come down to us 


in their primitive purity, and without any material alteration ? 


This is the J thing to be inquired into, which will not detain 
us long, as moſt of the obſervations I have made to N their 
authenticity, carte at che fame time Kerr hn here 


* 


The text furniſhes. us with a a very material one, oh we are III. 


therein told, that Moſes commanded the Levites which bare the bat it ta 


been tranſmi N 


ark of the covenant, a 5 hung, Take this book of the law, and put it ed to us en- 
in the fide of the ark of the covenant of the Lord your 'God, Du OS eee wits 
may be there for a witneſs againſt thee. As the K. e emen. 
was the moſt ſacred veſſel in the tabernacle, and the particular 


ſymbol of God's s prefence among the e.; to order the book 


of the law, or the pentateuch, to be kept by i it, and with the 
fame care, as Moſes does here, was certainly the beſt method 


that could be contrived for its preſervation and integrity. And 


as none but the Levites were permitted to meddle with the 
ark, ſo none but they could have acceſs to this ſacred depofiturm, - 
of which they had, befides, all the reafon in the world to take 
the greateſt care imaginable, both in point of religion, and in 
point of temporal intereſt, fince it contained, as it were, their 
charter, or the grant of all their 3 And there is no 
doubt that they did ſo, and that this book continued in being, 
and in its original integrity, as long as the ark of the covenant, 
or the temple felt, nay, much 7 Oe; as we ſhall ſee pre- 


| e 


But 1 obſerve further; thi this order of Moſes to have the 
pentateuch depoſited and kept near the ark of the covenant, 
ought to be conſidered as a precedent, and a rule for all ſu ble- | 
quent prophets who left any writings. Beſides that, prudence 
and zeal naturally led them to uſe the ſame precaution ; and 
the great veneration that was all along preſerved among the 
Jews for the memory of Moſes leaves no room to doubt but that 
this was conſtantly done, and that their canonical books were 
put together with his code, or volume in a cheft, by the 
fide of the ark. Nay, we have an undeniable: proof of it 
in what! is remarked in the 1 of the book of Jgſcua, that he 

wrote . 


rial alteration, 


Joſh. xxiv. , 
26.73 
| . 
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wrate it in the book of the late, or added it to the original copy 
of the pentateuch, and therefore put it in the ſame place, to be 
preſerved with the ſame care; for in no otlier ſenſe could he be 


= 


laid to have wrote it in the book of the law. Let me here obſtrye 


* 
bas wo 
* 


* 


ter of Deuteronomy ; which account has been ſo often alledged 
- againſt the opinion that aſcribes to Moſes this particular book. 


by the way, that this paſſage plainly ſhews that Je is the 
author of the book which goes under his name, and that it was 


he that added the account of the death of Moſes in the laſt chap- 


For, as a learned writer very juſtly remarks, ® This ſentence, 


e Joſhua wrote theſe words in the book of the law of God, fairly 
oy elles unleſs we had good reaſon to think the 8 


© part, was wrote by Joſbua: And this was the opinion of the 
5 Talmudiſts. : | : 3 =P - . 


« otherwiſe, that all that was found written in the book of the 
* jau, from the end of what was penned by the hand of Mo- 
« ſes, unto the cloſe of the period, of which theſe. words are a 


Ĩ1 is true, we do not find in the following books. of the old 
teſtament, that this practice, or uſage, of joining the original 


copies of them to the ſame volume, and keeping them in the 
fame place, was conſtantly obſerved to the laſt. But this par- 
ticular circumſtance might have been omitted, upon a pre- 
fumption that the readers ſeeing. that practice eſtabliſhed by 
Moſes, and followed by Joſhua, his immediate ſucceſſor, they 
would take it for granted, that it continued of courſe, without 


any interruption. And indeed, this is ſo natural, that unleſs 


the contrary ſhould plainly appear from ſcripture, which it 
does not, we muſt admit it as a fact. What happened in the 


_ reign of F-fiah, when the high prieſt found the book of the law 


in the temple, is a clear proof that this book, at leaſt, had been 


there kept to that time: For the expreſſion of the ſacred hiſ- 


torian, Hilkiah found the book of the lau , God by the hand. of 


2 Chron. 
XXXIV. 14. 


Moſes, i. e. wrote by Moſes, ſhews that this was the autograph, 
or original copy (2); which is ſo much the more remarkable, 
un Dr. Shuckford's Connect. vol. III. pA 0. * Bava Bathra, cap. 1. 

- (2) From the king's expreſſing ſuch a grief as he did upon the reading of it, ſome 
have imagined that he had never ſeen before the book of the law, and that this was 
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riab were, at the return of the captivity, encouraging and afliſting in the rebuildi 
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by Nebuchadnezzar. And at the return from the . Babylon:/b 


captivity, Exra is ſaid to have brought with him the book of the 
law : But whether it was the fame original, Which had been 
ſaved from the combuſtion by ſome of the prieſts, or only a 


— 
* 


copy of his own, I ſhall not determine; tho the people beg- 


ſeems to intimate that it was the former, becauſe we can- 


not well ſuppoſe that there was no copy of it leſt among 


them; nay, the contrary, is evident from the book of Pa- 
niel, and from hence, that ſeveral prophets lived in the time 


of the captivity, and at the rebuilding of Feruſalem and the 
temple 355 


, who cannot be thought guilty of ſuch. a neglect, 


the only copy extant at that time. 5 But chat does not follow ; for might not Joſiab 


have been alarmed at hearing the threatenings and curſes contained in the laſt chap- 
ters of Deuteranomy, and elſewhere, which Shaphan pitched upon, or providencedire&- 
ed him to, on purpoſe to quicken and inflame his zeal? And might not his alarm, 
or if you will, his attention and ſeriouſneſs, have been much increafed upon _—_ 


the very original of Moſes, which was thought to be loſt, and ont of which thoſe 


threatenings and curſes were read to him; ſo that he could ſo much the leſs doubt 
of their truth and certainty ? This ſufficiently accounts for his ſurprize and fear, 
without ſuppoſing that he had never ſeen before the book of the laau, and that there 
was not one copy of it left-in his whole kingdom, which is very improbable. For, 
how could that prince have applied himſelf from his youth to the ſervice of the true 
God, or (as the expreſſion of th | 

David, i. e. manifeſtly, to enquire into the revealed will of the Lord, 8 the aſſiſt 
ance of this book ? How could he ſet about the reformation of religion, 

years before the original copy was found in the temple, purge the land from the mon- 
ſtrous idolatry, impurities, and other abominations which had ſo long defiled it, and 
in particular, put a ſtop to the ſuperſtitious worſhip of the high places and groves, 
which was an imitation of the antient patriarchal werſhip ; how could he, I ſay, have 
effected all this, if he had never ſeen any tranſcript of that book ? Beſides, in his 
reign lived the prophets Jeremiah and Zephania, the propheteſ Huldah, and many 
other good religious perſons, who can never be ſu 1 ed to have had no copy of the 
law: And if they . undoubtedly they w have communicated it to Fofiah, 
in caſe he had none of his own. ES > OO Pry 
(3) Daniel was carried very young to Babylon, at the beginning of the captivity, 
and outlived it three or four years; and it appears, both by his conduct and what he 
ſays with reſpe& to the /axv of Moſes, (chap. ix.) that he had a full knowledge, and 
therefore muſt have had a true copy, of it. Exetiel began to propheſy in the fifth year 
of the captivity, and continued twenty years; Jeremiah a conſiderable time during the 
fame period, either at Jer aſalem, or in Egypt where he died; and Haggai and Zecha- 


i 


of the temple at Ferz/alem (Ezra v. 1, 2.). Now, is it natural to ſuppoſe that all thels 


props who ſo greatly diſtinguiſhed themſelves by their zeal, had not the book of the - 


aw, and that the copy which Ezra, who was no prophet, brought with him, was the 
only one left among the Jews at that time, as deiſts would have it? | = 
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e ſacred hiſtorian is) to ſeek after the God of his father 


he did ten 


ing earneſtly, that he would bring it and ſhew it to them, Nehem- viii. 
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of the law. However 
= it be, that which Ezra brought from Babylon, was undoubt- 
97 edly received by the Fews as authentic; for they were 
| . _ Nehem. vii, taught out of it and conformed to it, and Ezra was not 
only a prieſt of the firft rank, deſcended” from Aaron in 
I direct line, but moreover 4 ready ſcribe in the lau of Mo- 
See Ezra vii. ſes, as he is ſtiled, i. e. a man that perfectly underſtood 
' 1, Se. it, and made his conſtant ſtudy of it, and therefore was 
the moſt likely to have it uncorrupted, and the beſt able to 
teach it: So that we may very well ſuppoſe that all the 
copies that were afterwards made, were tranſcribed from it, 
and that it was alſo depoſited in the ſecond temple, and 
there carefully kept, fince this cuſtom continued among the 
AM. Jeus till the laſt deſtruction of Jeruſalem by the Romans. 
=_ For Jyſepbus deſcribing the triumph of Titus, of which he 
n 12 was eye-witneſs, expreſsly tells us, © that the law of Moſes, 
« for which the Jews have the greateſt veneration, cloſed 
e this magnificent ſhew of the ſpoils taken out of the 
[<< temple?” „ „ | 1 


But Moſes, not content to introduce this practice of keep- 
ing in a cheſt, near the ark of the covenant, the original co- 
py of the books of the law and the prophets, expreſsly charges 

the prieſts and Levites, to whom he delivered his own volume, 

to read it and explain it in a moſt ſolemn manner, before 

all the people, at all their great feſtivals ?; and moreover, he 

I | frequently enjoins the raelites daily to read and write out of 

peut. vi. 7, it, and teach it to their children; he ſtrictly forbids that no one 

38. 9. *. ſhould preſume to add to it, or to diminiſh. the leaſt _ 
1 a 

of 


238 to be without a c 


E S.. 22 from'it® ; and he declares it to be the particular duty of 
ibid. iv. 2. future kings in Mael, to write, for their own uſe, 4 copy of 
1 8 the law in a book, out of that which. is before the priefts the 
a Levites, or intruſted with them, and depoſited in the taberna- 
Ibid. xvii. 18, ele, and to read therein all the days of their lives. It is next to 
19. impoſſible that with all theſe precautions, and in theſe citcum- 
ſtances, any material alteration ſhould ever have been made, or 


— 


Jud. bell. lib. vii. cap. 17, 19. 5 See ver. 9, &c. of this chap. 


5 any 


* 


jjͥͤ̃ 0 
any confiderable error crept in thoſe books, And according to 
this byporbefir, which, as you have now ſeen, is plainly founded 
in ſcripture, there is no manner of occaſion to ſuppoſe with 
a very learned author 4, that at the return from the captivi- 
ty, Ezra collected and reviſed the books of the old teſtament, 
and added thoſe particular paſſages, which do not ſeem t6 
come from their reſpective authors, and have given a handle 
10 deiſts to deny their genuineneſs. Beſides, this is but a 
mere conjecture that has no other foundation than the fabuu. 
lous ſtory we meet with in the ſecond book of Eſaras relating See before p. 
to this pretended collection, of rather recovery of the ſcriptures, 16. and 
which are there ſuppoſed to have been burnt in the conflagra- 2 ml 
tion of the temple({4). ES, 


There is one obſervation more, which I muſt by no 
means leave behind. The Samaritans, who were inveterate 
enemies to the | Jews, and had a different worſhip, have 

_ conſtantly received the five books of Moſes as genuine. TE 
Had they known, or ſo much as ſuſpected, that they were 
ſuppoſititious, or had been at any time corrupted, they would un- 
doubtedly have rejected them; and in order tojuſtify their ſchiſm, . \ oY 
have laid open the impoſture, and publicly charged their adveer̃ © 7 

ſaries with it. But tho” this ſchiſm begun ſo ſoon as Rehoboam's 3 
reign, upon the death of Solomon, and continued to the end of tze 
Jewiſh ſtate and polity, they never did fay, write, or do any 

thing that ſhewed the leaſt ſuſpicion of fraud. On the contrary, 
they have all along aſcribed theſe books to Moſes as to their genu- 

ine author, and founded their whole religion on them, and them 


„ 


2 Dr. Prideaux, in his Connect. 


(4) If the above 4yporbefis is (as I hope it is) ſufficiently eſtabliſhed, it will natural - 
Iy follow that the canon of the ſcriptures of the old te ſtament was then only com- 
pleated and ſettled when Malachi the laſt prophet joined his prophecy to the reſt of 
the ſacred books, and depoſited it in the cheſt where they were Levt in the temple. 
And as to the additions that a in them, it is as natural to think that they were 
made at different times by ſubſequent prophets, as they ſaw fit, either to connect the 
hiſtory and give a farther account of things, or to explain and illuſtrate particular 
pallages, in the ſame manner as I have before ſhewn Jagna did with reſpect to the 
books of Moſes ; ſo that theſe additions are as much given by inſpiration, as all the 
reſt of the ſcriptures are, and do not in the leaſt derogate from their authenticity. _ 
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